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Detailed Action 

Claims 1, 5-12, 14-19, 21-30 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claims 2-4, 13, 20, 31-32 are cancelled. 

Claims 1, 8, 11-12, 14, 17, 22-24, 26-27, 30 are amended. 

The objection to the specification is withdrawn in light of applicant's amendment. 
The 35 U.S.C. 1 12 rejection is withdrawn in light of applicant's amendment. 
The 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection is withdrawn in light of applicant's amendment. 

The claims and only the claims form the metes and bounds of the invention. "Office 
personnel are to give claims their broadest reasonable interpretation in light of the supporting 
disclosure. In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44 USPQ2d 1023, 1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997). 
Limitations appearing in the specification but not recited in the claim are not read into the claim. 
In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541,550-551 (CCPA 1969)" (MPEP p 2100-8, 
c 2, 1 45-48; p 2100-9, c 1, 1 1-4). The Examiner has full latitude to interpret each claim in the 
broadest reasonable sense. The Examiner will reference prior art using terminology familiar to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. Such an approach is broad in concept and can be either explicit or 
implicit in meaning. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed on 3/14/08 has been considered. 
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Formal Drawings 

The formal drawings received on 10/24/04 have been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the amendment filed 5/21/08, have been fully considered 
but are moot in view of new grounds of rejection. The reasons set forth below. 

Applicant's invention as claimed : 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 5-7, 9-10, 12, 15-21, 24-25, 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by RDF Primer by W3C Draft by McBride (herein after 
"McBride")(Applicant IDS). 

Regarding claim 1 , a system comprising executable components embodied on a computer- 
readable storage medium that when executed facilitates representing a class of resources 
(McBride: page 3, introduction), comprising: 

an abstract or physical resource associated with a class of resources (McBride: page 38); 

and 

a class identifier that uniquely represents the class of resources to which the abstract or 
physical resource is associated (McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3), the class identifier is a 
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uniform resource identifier (TJRI) that uses a single-character placeholder in place of a name of a 
specified resource of the class (McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3; the end of the line '#'; page 
45 and page 47; the xmlns:rdf). 

Regarding claim 5, the system of claim 1, the class identifier is included in an instrumentation 
catalog comprising a plurality of identifiers, each associated with one of an abstract resource, a 
physical resource, a collection of resources, and a class of resources (McBride: page 40; 
example.com's catalogue). 

Regarding claim 6, the system of claim 1, the class identifier is converted to a specific identifier 
by replacing the placeholder with a name of a specific instance (McBride: page 45, 47; Figures 
14, 15). 

Regarding claim 7, the system of claim 1, the class identifier is used to retrieve probe 
information without retrieving a probe of a particular instance (McBride: page 91, 2 nd para, rss 
readers). 

Regarding claim 9, the system of claim 1, the class identifier is included as an entry in an 
instrumentation catalog, which entry associates information about the class identifier, including 
at least one of purpose, usage, values to use for placeholders, and a returned value (McBride: 
page 40; example.com's catalogue). 

Regarding claim 10, the system of claim 1, the class identifier passes values to a method 
associated with instances (McBride: page 74-75; schemas to fill in values). 

Regarding claim 12, a system comprising executable components embodied on a computer- 
readable storage medium that when executed on a processor facilitates representing a class of 
resources (McBride: page 3, introduction), comprising: 
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an abstract or physical resource associated with a resource class (McBride: page 38); and 
a URI that uniquely represents the resource class and includes at least one single- 
character placeholder (McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3) , in place of a name of specific 
resource within the class, the URI representing the resource class is converted to a specific 
resource identifier when the at least one placeholder is replaced with the name of a specific 
resource ( McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3; the end of the line '#'; page 45 and page 47; the 
xmlns:rdfL 

Regarding claim 15, a computer system operating in accordance with claim 12 (McBride: page 
80, 1 st para). 

Regarding claim 16, a computer-readable medium having computer executable instructions that 
embodies the system of claim 12 (McBride: page 6, para 3). 

Regarding claim 17, a method of representing a class of resources (McBride: page 3, 
introduction), comprising: 

receiving an abstract or physical resource associated with a resource class (McBride: 
page 38); and 

representing the resource class with a URI that includes at least one placeholde r, in place 
of a name of a specific resource name ( McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3 ); and 

converting the URI of the resource class to a URI for a specific resource by replacing the 
at least one placeholder with a specific instance name ( McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3; the 
end of the line '#'; page 45 and page 47; the xmlns:rdfL 

Regarding claim 18, the method of claim 17, the URI uniquely represents the resource class 
(McBride: page 4, 3rd paragraph; page 5, Fig 1). 

Regarding claim 19, the method of claim 17, the resource class is associated with one of system 
devices, processes, or threads (McBride: page 100-101). 
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Regarding claim 20, the method of claim 17, further comprising converting the URI of the 
resource class to a URI for a specific resource instance by replacing the at least one placeholder 
with a specific instance name (McBride: page 12, prefixes). 

Regarding claim 21, the method of claim 17, further comprising retrieving management 
information associated with the resource class (McBride: page 80). 

Regarding claim 24, a method of accessing data representative of a class of resources (McBride: 
page 3, introduction), comprising: 

uniquely associating a URI with a resource class, the URI uses at least one single- 
character placeholder in place of a name of a specific resource (McBride: page 36, example 8, 
line 3; the end of the line '#'; page 45 and page 47; the xmlns:rdf); and 

processing the URI to return data representative of the class without returning a specific 
resource (McBride: page 45 and page 47; the xmlns:rdf); 

substituting the at least one single-character placeholder with the name of a specific 
resource ( McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3; the end of the line '#'; page 45 and page 47; the 
xmlns:rd f); and 

processing the modified URI to return information representative of a specific resource 
(McBride: page 36X 

Regarding claim 25, the method of claim 24, the URI is processed on a local system and accesses 
an associated resource class of a remote system (McBride: page 6, para 3). 

Regarding claim 27, a computer-readable medium having computer-executable instructions for 
performing a method for representing a class of resources (McBride: page 3, introduction), the 
method comprising: 
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uniquely associating a URI with a resource class, the URI uses at least one single- 
character placeholder in place of a name of a specific resource (McBride: page 36, example 8, 
line 3; the end of the line '#'; page 45 and page 47; the xmlns:rdf); and 

processing the URI to return data representative of the resource class without returning a 
specific resource (McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3; the end of the line '#'; page 45 and page 
47; the xmlns:rdf). 

Regarding claim 28, the method of claim 27, further comprising: processing the URI on a local 
system; and accessing an associated resource class of a remote system (McBride: page 6, para 3). 

Regarding claim 29, the method of claim 27, further comprising employing at least two 
placeholders to pass values to a method associated with an instance (McBride: page 19, Fig 5). 

Regarding claim 30, a computer-readable medium having computer-executable instructions that 
facilitate representing a class of resources (McBride: page 3, introduction), the system 
comprising: 

an abstract or physical resource associated with a class of resources (McBride: page 38); 

and 

a class identifier that uniquely represents the class of resources to which the abstract or 
physical resource is associated (McBride: page 36, example 8, line 3), the class identifier uses a 
single character placeholder in place of a specific resource name, and is converted to a specific 
resource identifier by replacing the placeholder with a name of a specific instance ( McBride : 
page 36, example 8, line 3; the end of the line '#'; page 45 and page 47; the xmlns:rdfL 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Applicant 
admitted prior art, RDF Primer by W3C Draft by McBride (herein after "McBride") in 
view of U.S Patent Publication 2004/0260819 by Trossen. 

Regarding claim 1 1, the McBride reference teaches the system of claim 1. 

The McBride reference fails to teach return a list of all running instances of an 
application. 

However, the Trossen reference teaches a class identifier is configured and executed to 
return a list of all running instances of an application (para 30) in order to uniquely identify 
entities based on a number of formats such as RDF and XML (para 31). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the system as taught by McBride to include class identifiers returning lists as taught by 
Trossen in order to uniquely identify entities based on a number of formats such as RDF and 
XML (para 31). 

Claims 8, 14, 22, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Applicant admitted prior art, RDF Primer by W3C Draft by McBride 
(herein after "McBride") in view of RFC 2396 by T. Berners-Lee et al (Applicant IDS). 

Regarding claim 8, the McBride reference teaches the invention of claim 1. 

The McBride reference does not teach two single-character placeholders. 

However, the RFC2396 teaches using at least two single-character p laceholders to 
facilitate accessing a data subcomponent within a data component (RFC: page 27; g:h or 
http ://a/ g) , wherein a first of the at least two single-character placeholders represents the data 
component (RFC: page 10, the net_path), and a second of the at least two single-character 
placeholders represents the data subcomponent (RFC: page 10, the abs path) in order to allow a 
set of operations to be applied to resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 
1, Abstract). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of claim McBride to include at least two or more single-character 
placeholders as taught by RFC2396 as taught by Berners-Lee in order to allow a set of operations 
to be applied to resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 

Regarding claim 14, the McBride reference teaches the system of claim 12. 

The McBride reference does not teach two single-character placeholders. 

However, the RFC2396 teaches a URI includes at least two single-character placeholders 
to facilitate accessing a data subcomponent within a data component (RFC: page 27; g:h or 
http://a/g; page 10, net_path, abs_path) in order to allow a set of operations to be applied to 
resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of claim McBride to include at least two or more single-character 
placeholders as taught by RFC2396 as taught by Berners-Lee in order to allow a set of operations 
to be applied to resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 

Regarding claim 22, the McBride reference teaches the method of claim 17. 

The McBride reference does not teach two single-character placeholders. 

However, the RFC2396 teaches, further comprising employing at least two single- 
character placeholders to access an instance within at least another instance (RFC: page 27; g:h 
or http://a/g; page 10, net_path, abs_path) in order to allow a set of operations to be applied to 
resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of claim McBride to include at least two or more single-character 
placeholders as taught by RFC2396 as taught by Berners-Lee in order to allow a set of operations 
to be applied to resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 
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Regarding claim 23, the McBride reference teaches the method of claim 17. 

The McBride reference does not teach two single-character placeholders. 

However, the RFC2396 teaches, further comprising employing at least two in the URI 
placeholders to pass values to a method associated with an instance (RFC: page 27; g:h or 
http://a/g; page 10, net_path, abs_path), at least a first one of the at least two placeholders 
represents an instance name and at least a second of the at least two placeholders represents a 
new value for a parameter associated with the instance in order to allow a set of operations to be 
applied to resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of claim McBride to include at least two or more single-character 
placeholders as taught by RFC2396 as taught by Bcrncrs-Lee in order to allow a set of operations 
to be applied to resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 

Regarding claim 26, the McBride reference teaches the method of claim 24. 

The McBride reference does not teach two single-character placeholders. 

However, the RFC2396 teaches, further comprising employing at least two single- 
character placeholders to pass values to a method associated with an instance (RFC: page 27; g:h 
or http://a/g; page 10, net_path, abs_path) in order to allow a set of operations to be applied to 
resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of claim McBride to include at least two or more single-character 
placeholders as taught by RFC2396 as taught by Berners-Lee in order to allow a set of operations 
to be applied to resources through relative and absolute addressing (RFC: page 1, Abstract). 



REMARKS 
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Applicant has moved dependent claims up into the independent claims without changing 
the scope on the independent claims but has changed the scope with further detail on dependent 
claims. 

The Applicant Argues : 

The McBride reference does not teach a single character placeholder for substitution. 
In response , the examinerjespectfully submits: 

The examiner maintains the rejections on the argued claims and cites new references for 
the amended claims. The examiner believes the McBride reference reads on the broadly written 
claim limitations. 

Applicant argues the limitation of a class identifier is a URI that uses a single-character 
placeholder in place of a name of a specific resource of the class. McBride not unlike applicant's 
specification teaches using XML schema to describe and define attributes and instances of 
certain items or classes. McBride teaches in page 36, example 8, line 3; the end of the line '#'; 
page 45 and page 47; the xmlns:rdf. This is the prefix of data that is applied to corresponding 
entries. The # at the end of the line is replaced with the corresponding entires cited and defined 
in the RDF/XML entity. Pages 45 and 46 do teach and reinforce the examiners interpretation. 
The base url defined at the bottom in xmlns:rdf="http://...#" is taken and the # sign is replaced 
with #1 and # 2 and # 3 as illustrated in Figure 14. This is meets the claim limitation of 
replacing a single character placeholder in a URI of a class. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5 :30PM. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jeff Pwu can be reached on (571) 272- 
6798. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Benjamin R Bruckart 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2155 

/Benjamin R Bruckart/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2155 



/Jeffrey Pwu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2146 



